GANDHIJI AND THE INDIAN REVOLUTION
utterly irrelevant. He valued the individual in and for
himself and believed that the freedom of the individual
could be attained only through the discipline of non-
violence. In mob frenzy the individual surrenders his
independence. The incursion of mob frenzy into political
action meant for Gandhiji the end of the struggle for free-
dom. Whether we accept his contention or not, we must
admit that in suspending the non-co-operation movement,
he acted consistently with his own principles. After Chauri
Chaura, Gandhiji, on his own premises, had no other
alternative.
Those who claim to be students of Marx, are in any case
not entitled to criticise Gandhiji. They proclaim their
belief in historical necessity and hold that unalterable
economic laws guide the destinies of man. How; then can
they consistently say that Gandhiji prevented the achieve-
ment of Indian independence in 1922 by his decision to
suspend the non-co-operation movement? They are not
prepared to give Gandhiji credit for the awakening of the
masses. They say that it was inevitable in the circum-
stances of the day, and dismiss Pandit Nehru's devotion to
Gandhiji as superstitious hero-worship. If it is supersti-
tious to believe that an individual can bring about the free-
dom of a country, is it not equally superstitious to hold that
a single individual can prevent the realization of its
freedom?
The true explanation of Gandhiji's decision after Ghauri
Ghaura can be found in the course of events itself. An inert
people had been moved, but the inertia of ages could not
be fully dissolved so soon. Even a machine has to be care-
fully handled while it is new and gradually geared into
use. With so delicate an organism as a newly awakened
nation, the early stage required even more careful and
gentle handling. With his intimate knowledge and deep
community of spirit with the masses, Gandhiji realized that
it would be a mistake to put too severe a strain on their
newly found strength. It was enough that the masses